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HE three Sermons ſome time 
2 ſince preach'd by the Reverend 
Mr. Sturgeſs, Miniſter of All- 
Saints in Derby, in Anſwer to 
your Vindication of Presbyterian 
LS} Ordination, are juſt now pub- 
—————— l{h'd, urderthe Title of the Di- 
vine Right of Epiſcopacy aſſerted. The former Re- 
marks made by a Lay-Man, IJ know you have 
ſeen before, and now I hope you will oblige the 
js with your Animadverſions upon both to- 

gether. 5 
I ſhall not invade your Province by handling 
this Argument, which is not the Controverſy I 
have been hitherto engaged in. But fince the 
Author of the Sermons, Page 1, 2. is pleas d 
to ſay, that a Pamphlet has been induſtriouſly 
© ſpread about this Town, which in Oppoſition 
* to our Eſtabliſhment, pretends to vindicate 
Presbyterian Ordination, from Scripture and 
Antiquity. This ſtrikes at the Foundation of 
our Conſtitution, and caſts a Blemiſh upon the 
A 2 « Re- 
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KReformation.“ I thought my ſelf obliged nat. 
© rowly to look into the eſtabliſh'd Offices and 
conſtant Practice of the Church in this Point, 
that it may be ſeen what Ground there is for 
theſe Aſſertions: And I hope I may be allow, 
without fore-ſtalling your Deſign, fairly to re- 
preſent in one ſhort View, bs ant of the 
Church herein, as far as I'm able to learn it 
from her expreſs Words, or moſt Natural Inten- 
tion. This I'm ſenſible has been touch'd upon 
by ſeveral Writers upon this Head, but for my 
Part I do not remember to have met with any 
one who has profeſſedly done it. I have no 
where ſeen the Book of Orders carefully exa- 
mind, the Offices particularly enquir'd into, 
nor the Practice of the Church in her Ordinati- 
ons fully declard ; which I cannot but wonder 
at, ſince theſe Things are ſo obvious, and fo 
evidently in Favour of the Validity of Presbyte- 
rian Ordination. I hope theretore this will a- 
pologize for my Endeavour in the following 
Pages, to clear up this ſeeming Paradox, and to 
ſet this Matter in a true Light. 

I confeſs that the fulleſt Evidence imaginable 
of this, is no direct Proof of the Validity of 
Presbyterian Ordination in itſelf; that we draw 
from the Holy Scriptures, and the pureſt An- 
tiquity, and don't meerly rely upon the Do- 
ctrine or the Practice of any particular Church for 
the Truth of it: And therefore it's not for that End 
that I produce this Argument from the Church 
of England, but to ſilence thoſe of her Sons who 
would nullify all Presbyterian Ordinations, 45 
oppoſite to the preſent National Eſtabliſhment, 
and ſtriking at the Foundation of the Church's Conſti- 
zution : Though at the ſame time ſhe not only at 


lows, but expreſly requires Presbyters to lay ou 


Hands 


"> —- 
Hands together with the Biſhop in all the Ordi- 
nations of Prieſts. , 

It is very obſervable, that for above an hun- 
dred Years after the happy Reformation of Reli- 
gion in England (which is above two Thirds of 


the Time to this Day) the Form of committin# 


to Biſnops and Presbyters their Office and Work 
made no Diſtinction at all in the Order; as is 
evident to all who have perus'd the former 
Book of Ordination. In the Ordination of a 
Deacon the Office was expreſs'd, Take thou Authori- 
ty to execute the Office of a Deacon. This was a di- 
{int Office, and the Perſon was ordain'd to a 
diſtinct Order in the Church. But then in the 
Ordination of a Biſhop or a Presbyter, it don't 


appear by the Commiſſion that was given them, 
| that they were eſteem'd diſtinct Orders: For 


there was no expreſs mention made in the 
Words of ordaining them, that it was for the 
one, or the other Office; in both it was ſaid, 
Receive thou the Holy Ghoſt, &c. But it was not 
added (as it is in the preſent Book of Orders) 
either for the Office and Mor of a Prieſt, or for the 
Office aud Mork of a Biſhop. So that it's plain, there 
was then no real intrinſick Difference granted by 
the Ordination-Commiſſion to thoſe of the firſt 
and ſecond Order. The Powers granted to the 
one, for ought appears, were granted tothe other ; 
for as the Commiſſion which they received made 
no Difference in the Name or Function, ſo 
neither did it in their Authority. Whatever Spi- 
ritual Powers the one had given em, to the other 
doubtleſs were given the ſame. Had Biſhops 
the Power of Ordination committed to them, ſo 
nad Presbyters too, who received the ſame Com- 


miſſion by the ſame Solemnity, in Words of the 


ſame 
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ſame Importance; and therefore muſt be inyef: 
ed with the ſame Divine Powers. | 
Nor does it appear, by any of the Alterations 
made in the Offices of the Church, that ſhe 
changed her Opinion in this Point, till about 
Fifty Years ago: Nay, tis moſt evident, that ſhe 
did not, becauſe till about that Time (as I hare 
ſhew'd in an Appendix to the Second Edition of 
my Book of Baptiſm) ſhe receiv'd Perſons into 
her Communion, and admitted them to officiate 
as Miniſters, without Reordination, who before 
had only receiv d Ordination from meer Presby. 
ters. Neither was there any Bar to the admiſſ- 
on of ſuch to the very higheſt Dignities in the 
Church, till they were reſtrain'd by the preſent | 
Preface to the Book of Orders: But then tis to 
be obſerv'd, that theſe reſtraining Words were 
not added till the Year 1662 ; ſo that from the 
Reformation till that Time, thoſe who before 
had been ordain'd only by Presbyters in Geneva, 
Germany, France, Hollaud, or any other Lutherar 


or Calviniſtical Church, might be receiv'd (as ſe- by 
veral actually were) as Miniſters in the Church 

of England, without Epiſcopal Ordination. kr 
It is impoſſible, I think, however I'm ſure tis . 
unneceſſary, to prove any thing of this Nature . 
plainer than that the first Reformers in England ; 


allow'd a Power of ordaining inherent in the 
Presbyters Office, and that this was then the 5 
Senſe of the Church of England. How this caſts « Ml © 
Blemiſh upon the Reformation (as is pretended) Im 
utterly unable to diſcover ; it can never be ſup- 


posd to blemiſh the Reformation abroad, be- : 
cauſe there is no other than Presbyterian Ordi- l 
nation in any one of the Reform'd Churches in 9 
the World, except in England, Irelaud, and ſome : 


Part of our Foreign Dominions. Nor can I ſee 
; how 


(77 
bow this is oppoſite to the Eſtabliſb d Church of Eng- 
nnd, or how it /trikes at the Foundation its Con- 
ns ſlitution, ſince tis evident, paſt contradiction, 
be chat from the beginning of the Reformation, till 
u WM the Reſtoration, this was the avowed Doctrine 
he of the Church, and yet for the far greateſt part 
re of that Time ſhe kept her Ground, and her Con- 
or ſtitution continued firm and unmoyed. Nay, I 
to doubt not but it will be readily acknowledged, 
te that ſome part of that Time (at leaſt) ſhe was in 
re ss ſafe and flouriſhing a Condition as ſhe ever 
y- Nuss at any Time ſince. 
ff. And that ſhe continues in the ſame Mind to 
he inis very Day, I doubt not to make appear from 
the preſent Book of Orders, which is confirmed by Act 
to / Parliament, and to which every Clergy-Man 
re ss obliged to give his unfeigued Aſſent and Conſent. 
ne This therefore cannot be pretended to be only 
ire the particular Opinion of ſome private Perſons, 
vo but muſt be own'd to be the Eſtabliſh'd Do- 
in WW frine of the Church, to which all her Sons are 
by a moſt ſacred Vow bound to conform. . 
ch The Rubrick immediately after the Ordination- 
Prayer, ſays, © The Biſhop with the Prieſts pre- 
tis WY © {ent ſhall lay their Hands ſeverally upon the 
ure the Head of every one that receiveth the Or- 
nd i der of Prieſthood.“ As Prieſts are not to or- 
the dain without the Biſhop, ſo neither is the Biſhop 
the do ordain without Prieſts. If the former would 
a be eſteem'd invalid, ſo for ought I can ſee muſt 
I'm che Jarre too; however, I'm ſure it would be ir- 
up regular, and expreſly contrary to the Rules of the 
be. Caurch, by which ſome Prieſts are requir'd to be 
di- Nalways preſent with, and aſſiſting of the Biſhop 
in in all regular Ordinations, as appears by the Ru- 
me brick abovementioned, compar'd with other Parts 
ſee ot the Office; and by Canon 31, which requires 
10W | that 


* 


(PI 


that © Ordinations be perform'd in the Preſence, 
« not only of the Arch-Deacon, but of the Dez. 
cc con, and two Prebendaries at the leaſt, or (if 
© they ſhall happen by any lawful Cauſe to he 
cc let or hindred) in the Preſence of Four other 
ce grave Perſons, being Maſters of Arts at the 
cc ſeaſt, and allowed for Publick Preachers.” 

It cannot with any colourable Pretence be ſai, 
that the joining of Presbyters with the Biſhop in 
this ſolemn Act, does only ſignify their witneſ. 
ſing to the Fact or Approbation of the Biſhop; 
Action; if this were all, it might be every whit 
as well done by the Laity who were preſent, or 
at leaſt the Deacons; and yet tis certain, they 
are never permitted to lay on Hands in Ordina- 


tion, (as the Prieſts are) tho they are per 


mitted to be Spectators, Witneſſes, or Approyers 


as well as they. Beſides, tis evident from the 


Ordination-Commiſſion, that the Office of 
Prieſt 1s convey'd by the Biſhop and Presbyters 
jointly ; © Receive the Holy Ghoſt for the Of. 
« fice and Work of a Prieſt in the Church of 
% God, now committed unto thee by the Impo- 
« ſition of our Hands.” From whence tis as 
plain as Words can make it, that Prieſts Orders 
in the Church of England are to this very Time 
conferr'd by the Biſhop and his Presbyters to- 
gether ; that the Office is receiv'd from their 
joint Authority; that the Biſhop ought not to 
ordain without his Presbyters, any more than 
without Prayer or Impoſition of Hands, which 
are all made eſſentially neceſſary: And that he 
cannot do it without a very material (but abſo- 
lately unwarrantable) Alteration of the Words in 
the Commiſſion, and perverting the Deſign of i- 


changing the Word or into my, and ſaying, | 


the Impoſitica of my Hands, inſtead of our _— ö 
8 , 


*. 


1 
by which Variation, how ſmall ſoever it may 
ſem, the Biſhop would lodge the ſole Power of 
Ordaining in himſelf, contrary to the Letter and 
Intention of the Office, which neceſſarily ſuppo- 
ſes, that Presbyters have the ſame intrinſick 
power with the Biſhop ; otherwiſe twould be no 
other than a ſolemn Piece of Mockery to deliver 
the Commiſſion in the Name of the Presbyters 
equally with the Biſnop. For how could they 
convey a Power to others which they had not in 
themſelves? None certainly ſhould lay on Hands 
at all in giving the Miniſterial Authority, but 
ſuch to whoſe Office it belongs to commit the 
ſame Doctrine to others, which themſelves have 


received a Commiſſion to be Teachers of ; no 


more than any ſhould conſecrate the Elements in 


| the Euchariſt, who were never impower'd to ad- 


miniſter that Sacrament. . 
There's not the leaſt Appearance of any Diſtin- 
tion by the Words in the Office, that the 
granting the Commiſſion 1s only from the Biſhop, 
and that what the Presbyters do in conjunction 
with him, is only their conſenting to what he 
does. The Church, in the Preface to the Book of 
Orders, ſuppoſes Impoſition of Hands neceſ- 
ſary to the conveying the Office of the Prieſt- 
hood: Then ſhe requires Prieſts, by the Rubrick, 
to lay on Hands together with the Biſhop : And. 
upon the performing of that Action, the Biſhop 
inſtantly declares in expreſs Words, © That the 
© Office and Work of a Prieſt is committed unto 
** thee by the Impoſition of our Hands; which 
can never be meant in any proper Way of ſpeak- 
ing, of the Biſhop's Hands alone, but muſt in- 
clude his Presbyters who were Partners in laying 
on Hands with him, as having a Share allo in 
conveying the Power which was granted by that 
Action, by aRight inherent in their Office, __ 
: ol | y 
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( 10 ) 
by the Eccleſiaſtical Conſtitution of the Country 
they are reſtraind from exerciſing it alone, d 
the Biſhop himſelf alſo j. He may indeed ordain a 
Deacon without the Concurrence of his Presby. 
ters, and then the Impoſition of his own Hands 
alone is requir d; The Biſhop laying his Hands 
c ſeverally upon the Head of every one of them, 
. & ſhall ſay, Take thou Authority to execute the 
« Office of a Deacon in the Church of Gag, 


e committed unto thee, &c.” Whence tis very 


plain, that the Church makes .a manifeſt Diſtin- 
ction betwixt what the Biſhop can do alone, and 
what he cannot do without his Presbyters ; ſhe al. 
lows him to ordain Deacons by his ſole Power, 
and then the Office is conferr'd only by the Im- 
poſition of his own Hands: But when he is to 
ordain Prieſts, then he muſt have the Concur- 
rence of his Presbyters with him, and the Office 
is ſaid to be conferrd by the Impoſition of cu 
© Hands, that is, of Biſhops and Presbyters conjund- 
ly; that is, done by both together, which the 
Church allows not to be done by either ſeparateh. 
This may be illuſtrated by two Inſtances ; the 
one taken from our Statute Laws, which are en- 
acted by the Authority of the King and Parlia- 
ment; by which every Body underſtands there's a 
Power of making Laws lodg'd in the King and 
Parliament together, tho by the Conſtitution of 
the State neither can make Laws alone. Th 
Royal Aſſent, tis true, is neceflary to the paſling 
of any thing into a Law, and ſo is the Concurrence 
of the Parliamènt, not as it meerly ſignifies their 
Approbation of the King's Adi, but as tis their own 
Aci alfo, by having a Share in the Legiſlature, 
conjunctively with the King. 

The other Inſtance is from the Office of conſe- 
crating Biſhops, which is made exactly to corre- 
fpond with that of Ordering Prieſts, and en 

. mul 
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1 E 
muſt be allow 'd to be a Parallel Caſe: In this Of- 
fice, conformable to the other, (mutatis mutandis) 
the Rubrick juſt after the Ordination Prayer, re- 
quires the Archbiſhop and BiſBops preſent (of whom 
there muſt be two at leaſt) to Jay their Hands upon 
the Head of the elected Biſhop, upon which Action, 
the Archbiſhop immediately pronounces the Com- 
miſſion, (as the Biſhop does in the Ordination of 
Prieſts) but declares *© the Office is committed by the 
Impoſition of our Hands, that 1s, the Epiſcopal Fun- 
ion is convey d by the Impoſition of the Hands 
of the Archbiſhap and Biſhops together, without 


whom he ought not to conſecrate a Biſhop. Now 


if a Biſhop can no more ordain a Prieſt, without 
the concurrence of his Presbyters, than an Arch- 
biſhop can conſecrate a Biſhop without the con- 
currence af his Biſhops ; if Presbyters are requir'd 
to uſe the ſame Action together with the Biſhops in 
the Ordination of Prieſts, as Biſhops are with the 
Archbiſhop in Conſecration of a Biſhop, viz. Impoſi- 
tin of Hands; and if the Commiſſion granted to 
Priefts by the Biſhop and his Presbyters be in the 


ſame Words with the Commiſſion granted to Bi- 


ſhops by the Archbiſhop and his Biſhops, viz. 
Committed unto thee by the Iinpoſition of our Hands; 
methinks it muſt undeniably follow, that Presby- 
ters have as much an inherent Right in their Ot- 
fice for ordaining Prieſts, as Biſhops have in 
theirs for conſecrating Biſhops. _ 

It can't be pretended, that the Archbiſhop a- 
lone conveys the Power, and that the Biſhops 
who join with him in the laying on of Hands, 
do it meerly as Witnefles to, or Approvers of 
his A& ; both becauſe the Archbiſhop's Power 
over Biſhops is granted to be meerly Eccleſiaſtical, 
mean owing to Human Inſtitution, and not to 
2 Divine Right; and becauſe the Archbiſhop's 
conſecrating without Biſhops would be adjudged 

| B 2 invalid, 


(12) 


Invalid, or at leaſt uncanonical. To which let 
me add, by the Direction of the Rubrick, & Some 
« other Biſhop may be appointed by lawful 
“ Commiſſion” in the Place of the Archbiſhop, 
which is commonly practiſed, and was very late- 
ly (as the publick News inform'd us) at the Con. 
ecration of the preſent Biſhop of Glouceſter. Nor 
how could a Commiſſion be granted to any Bi. t 
ſhop to ſupply the room of the Archbiſhop ata f 
Conſecration, if Biſhops had not an inherent MI 4 
Right in their Office to conſecrate? For a Com- 
miſſion can no more give a Power to execute any il Þ 
Part of the Epiſcopal Function, which by Virtue t 
of their Office they were not before inveſted with f. 
at their Conſecration, than a Commiſſion to a Lay- Ml * 
men would empower him to preach, to baptize, u 
to conſecrate and adminiſter the Euchariſt, to or- N 
dain, and perform all the Parts of the Miniſterial N d 
Office, without Ordination; and ſuch a Commil- t 
ſion we have been frequently told the Church of Ml * 
England eſteem'd invalid. „„ 3 
Upon the whole Matter, let Men make what Wh 2 
Pretenſions and Evaſions they will, yet tis cer- 
tain from the Book of Orders and the Practice of 
the Church of England, that ſhe allows Presbyters Ml * 
to ordain in conjunction with their Biſhop, 
which muſt be underſtood (if Words and Actions 
have any determined Senſe) by virtue of a Divine 
Right inherent in their Office. | 
If this be not her Senſe, what an Abſurdity 
mult ſhe be guilty of in ordering their Concur- 
rence in the internal Sign, who have no manner 
of Intereſt or Right in the Miniſterial Convey- . 
ance of the thing fienify'd by it? Juſt as if it ſnould MI. 
be ſaid, a Deacon hath Power to ufe the Words Wil 7 
of Inſtitution in Baptiſm, and to apply the pro- . 
per Element, but yet hath not Power to baptize; 


or that a Presbyter may conſecrate the Euchariſt / 
„ 


113 

cal Elements, according to Chriſt's Inſtitution, 
and diſtribute them to the People, and yet not 
have Power to adminiſter the Lord's-Supper. 

If Impoſition of Hands in Ordination be a meer 
Cypher and empty Formality in Presbyters, will it 
not be concluded that ſo it is in Biſbops too, and 
that the lay ing on of the Hands of the one and 
the other is but a needleſs Ceremony, and ſigni- 
fies no more to the Conveyance of Miniſterial 
Authority, than if the Hands of meer Lay-men 
were impos d? But if this external Rite be ſup- 
pos d to convey the Miniſterial Commiſſion from 


the Biſhop, why does it not import the ſame thing 


from Presbyters, who are enjoyn'd it by the ſame 
Authority as the Biſhop, and in Conjunction 


| with him? Will not every one naturally con- 


clude, that ſince the Action is the ſame, ſince tis 
done at the ſame Time, in the ſame Manner, with 
the ſame Words, and declar d by the Biſhop him- 
ſelf to be for the ſame End, that it conveys the 
ſame Powers? This my Lay-Antagoniſt muſt 
agree to, becauſe in his Anſwer, P. 19. he ſays, 
Im ſure our Saviour gave his Commiſſion to 
the Apoſtles to baptize, in as ſolemn a Manner, 
(and at the ſame Time) as he has any where 
* commiſfion'd them to exerciſe the other Parts 
© of the Miniſterial Function, Matt. 28, 19, 20. 
* Mark 16. 15, 16.“ So that he who is commiſ- 
ſon d to one Part of the Miniſterial Office (by 
our Author's Confeſſion) is commiſſion'd to the 
whole of it; for, ſays he, © Neither our Saviour, 


nor his Apoſtles, made any Diſtinction, and 
then Tm ſure tis not lawful for us to make 


* one.” Whence it follows, that Presbyters have 


as much a Divine Right to ordain (which as he 
rightly obſerves is one Part of the Miniſterial 
Office) as to preach, or to adminiſter the Sacra- 
ments : That they have a Right to theſe by the 


above- 


( 14 ) 
abovemention d Commiſſion, is what all do allow. 
and whatever diſtin& or ampler Powers are con- 
tain'd in that other Commiſſion, Joh. 20. 22, 23, 
the Church in expreſs Words inveſts them with 
at their Ordination, © Receive the Holy Ghoſt for 
« the Office and Work of a Prieſt in the Church 
c of God, now committed unta thee by the Im- 
tc poſition of our Hands; whole Sins thou doſt 
cc forgive, they Ire fargiven, and whoſe Sins 
« thou doſt retain, they are retained ; and be 
ce thou a faithful Diſpenſer of the Word of God 
cc and of his Holy Sacraments, in the Name, &&. 
The Prohibiting of Presbyters therefore in the ex. 
erciſe of their a Power, is according to 


our Author, utterly unlawful: And indeed, who | 


can deprive them of that Power, which Chriſt 
gave them by his Charter, and the Church in- 
veſted them with at their Ordination? 
There are only two Things affer'd that I know 
of, to prove this not to be the Senſe of the 
Church of England, both which Mr. Harris has 
hinted at in the Defence of his Letter, p. 7,8, 9, 10. 
The one is, that the Church permits none 
but thoſe who are Epiſcopally ordain'd to offici. 
ate in her Communion. In Anſwer to which, | 
refer him to what J have already ſaid in the Vali 
dity of Baptiſm, &c. p. 78, 79, $0. Second Edit:: 
on, and to what I ſhall farther hint preſently. 
But the other, which is the main thing inſiſted 
on by all the Writers on the Argument, is thc 
Preface to the Book of Ordination, wherein it's declar d, 
* Thar tis evident to all Men, diligently reading 
« Holy Scripture and ancient Authors, that from 
© the Apoſtles Time there have been theſe Or 


« ders of Miniſters in Chriſt's Church, Biſhops, | 


« Prieſts and Deacons ;” from whence Mr. Harris 
infers, That the Church looks upon Biſhops 


© to have the ſole Power of Ordination lodg'd in 
oy them, 


„ 


x them, excluſive of all others.” Now that this 
does not follow, is certain, unleſs this sk:Jful Cu- 
rate has a knack of making the ſame thing to be 
both true and falſe at the ſame Time. For in 
this very Office the Church does (as I have 
hewn) appoint © Presbyters to join with the Bi- 
« ſhop in Ordination, and he has no Direction 
« to do it without them.“ And will Mr. Harris 


put ſuch a Senſe upon the Preface, which is flatly 
contradicted in the Book itſeff? One wou'd be 


tempted to ſuſpe& he had never read the Office he 
he was ordain'd by, and to which he has declar'd 
his Afſent ; or that he ſuppos'd his Reader wou'd 
never peruſe it, otherwiſe he would not have laid 
down this Aſſertion. Nay, by Can. 35. the Bi- 
ſhop is requir'd, © before he admit any Perſon to 


| © Holy Orders, diligently to examine him in 


the Preſence of thoſe Miniſters that ſhall aſſiſt 
him at the Impoſition of Hands: And they 
* who ſhall aſſiſt the Biſhop in laying on of Hands, 
« ſhall be ſufficient Preachers, to the Number of 
« Three at the leaſt. And does this look like 
the Church's lodging the ſole Power of Ordination in 
the Biſhop, excluſive of all others? Or is it not the 
dire& contrary ? re. | 

I know very well, that by the Preface no one is 
allow'd to exerciſe any Miniſterial Function in 
the Church of England, without being admitted 
according to the Form in that Office, or has 
formerly had Epiſcopal Ordination: But then 
this is nothing at all to the Purpoſe of proving the 
Church to be for nullifying all Presbyterian Or- 
dinations, becauſe according to the Form in that 
very Office, no Man can be ordain'd a Prieſt with- 
out the laying on of the Hands of the Presbytery, as 
well as of the Biſhop. And would Mr. Harris 
make the World believe, that the Church's Judg- 
ment 1s dire&ly contrary to her expreſs Words 
and conſtant Practice ? I can- 
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I cannot but obſerve here the great Difference 
amongſt the Epiſcopal Divines themſelves, in 
their Diſputes upon this Head with the Diſſen- 
ters. If they plead the Validity of Presbyterian 
Ordination, then ſome of their Antagonilts pre. 
ſently rell them, the Church allows no ſuch thing, 
this ſtrikes at the Foundation of its Conſtitution : The 
Power of Ordination, they ſay, is appropriated 
to the Biſhop, and Presbyters have no manner 
of Right to convey the Miniſterial Office. But 
if the Biſhop's ſole Power in Ordination happen 
to be objected againit, as an unreaſonable En- 
croachment upon the Presbyters Office, then other; 
preſently deny this, and readily tell you that the 


Biſhop ordains only as a Presbyter, and is no | 


more than Preſident, or Moderator, whom the 
Church has appointed to preſide in all Ordina- 
tions, © but that ſhe owns the Presbyters Divine 
« inherent Right, by appointing them to be 
« Partners with the Biſhop. 

Dr. Forbes, in his Irenicum, l. 2. c. 11. ſays 
« that Presbyters have a Share with Biſhops in 
the Impoſition of Hands, not only as conſent- 
<« ing to the Ordination, but as Ordainers with 
« the Biſhop, by a Power receiv'd from the Lord, 
and as praying for Grace to be conferr'd on 
the Perſons ordain'd by them and the Biſhop. 
The Author of the Vindication of the Principles 
of the Cyprianick Age, (a Book which I have juſt 
now procur'd a ſight of, written by an Epiſcopal 
Divine) ſtrenuouſly argues in his 4th Chap. againſt 
the ſole Power of Biſhops in Ordination; he 

brings aMultitude of Teſtimonies from Scots and 


nA 


cc 


* 


cc 
C 2 


* 


Engliſb Divines (ſome of em Men of the greateſt 


Name for Learning, and warm Advocates for 
Prelacy) in Favour of his Opinion; and, 5p. 182. 
he ſums up all with this remarkable Quotation; 
* Neither the Confeſſion of the Eng % Church, 

nor 


% 
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u por her Apology, nor her Catechiſm, nor her 


te Liturgy, nor her Form of Ordinations, re- 
« quires from any Man, any manner of way, 
« that he ſhould believe that Bifhops have the 
« {ole Power of Ordinations.” Theſe Authori- 
ties I recommend to the conſideration of Mr. Har- 


0 


ris, and thoſe who chime with him in his No- 


tion. 


» ©V 


The learned Dr. Forbes, in the Words I have 


juſt quoted from him, has exactly repreſented 
what I take to be the Judgment of the Church of 
England upon this Head. | 


That Presbyters have a Shafe with, the Biſhop 


inthe Ordination of Presbyters, is not to be de- 


W nd: And whence is this Power receiv'd ? 


Either it maſt be from Chriſt's Charter, or from 


| the ſole Authority of the Church ; thatthe Chutch 


claims any Power of authorizing ſuch to ordain, 
who have no inherent Right to it by a Divine 
Commiſſion, | is what I never heard ſhe pretended 
to. It muſt therefore be granted, that it is from 
the Power which Chriſt has originally lodg'd in 
the Presbyters Office, that the Church takes 
them in to join with the Biſhop in Ordination. 
And indeed this ſeems to be the very Reaſon 
why ſhe requires Presbyters to do this, when ſhe 
reſtrains Deacons from it, viz. becauſe ſhe be- 
lieyes the former have a Divine Right to it, as an 
eſſential Part of their Office, which the latter have 
not. | 

From the Premiſes, which I have laid down, 
theſe two Concluſions do neceſſarily follow. 

1. That the Reſtraints or Limitations laid up- 
on Presbyters in the Church of England, in the 
Exerciſe of their Ordination Power; is meerly 
from Human Authority. If it has been prov'd 
(as J verily think it has) that the Church allows 
a Divine inherent Right in = Presbyters Office 

to 
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to ordain, and that this is an Eſſential Branch of 
their - Eccleſiaſtical Authority; then it muſt fol: 
low, that to hinder or abridge them in the Exe- 
cution of any Part of this Office, muſt be only 
from the Power of the Church or State, from 
Eceleſiaſtical Canons or Acts of Parliament. Foy 
tis certain, there cannot be a Divine Right in 
the Presbyters Office to the whole of the Mini- 
ſterial Function, and yet a Divine Right too to 
confine em in the Point of Ordination to the 
Execution af it only in conjunction with a Biſhop. 
If it be pretended that this is the whole of what 
they have a Divine Right to in this Point, it may 
well be expected, that clear Proof be produc d of 


it from the Commiſſion itſelf, by which our $a- 


vipur has given them any Right at all; 

\*,*Tis granted, that the Church prohibits meer 
Presbyters ordaining alone; but then this is per- 
haps to advance the Epiſcopal Authority, or as 
may be pretended, to keep the Presbyters in dug 
Subjection; to prevent Schiſm and Confuſion, 
for greater Decency and Order, or for ſome o- 
ther prudential Reaſons: But no ſuch thing as a 
Divine Warrant is produc'd or pretended for thiz 
Reſtraint, (in the Beginning it was not ſo) this 1s 
ſolely from the Church's aflum'd Power. No Lay 
of God can be ſuppos'd ta hinder them from the 
Exerciſe of that Power, which the Divine Com- 
miſſion gave em a Right to execute. If a poſt 
tive Law of God had forbid 'em this Power, it 
would be wholly unlawful to exerciſe it, tho by 
a Biſhops Order, or in conjunction with him. 
2. If it be prov'd, that the Church allows 2 
Divine inherent Right in the Presbyters Office to 
ordain, it mult follow, that ſhe allows the Ordi 
nations of all the foreign Reform'd Churches, 
perform'd by meer Presbyters, to be in them- 


iclves valid. This ſhe muſt own, or elſe null 
5 | the 
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the Orders, and conſequently Chriſtianity, of all 
other Proteſtant Churches in the World. And 
tho ſome who call themſclves her Sons have of 
late done this, yet tis certain, this groſs Unchari- 
tableneſs is. not to be charg'd upon their Mother 
the Church. The learned Univer/ity of Oxford, 
acknowledging the Validity of the Orders of the 
Church of Geneva in their late Letter to her, 
haye clear d the Church of England from this foul! 


| Imputation : What tho' ſhe has thought fit by 


her Rules of Church-Government, not to admit 


any of her Miniſters without Epiſcopal Ordinatis 


on, yet ſhe has na where declar'd that ſuch who 
have no other than meer Presbyterian Ordination; 
are not valid Miniſters in their own Churches; nay, 


while ſhe allows a Divine Right in the Office, ſhe 
| muſt own a Validity in the Execution of it, if 


not in her Communion, where they are reſtrain d 
by Human Laws, yet in their - own Churches 
where there are no ſuch Reſtraints upon them, 
How far the Eccleſiaſtical and Civil Laws of a 
Country may extend, as to appointing the Kind of 
Church-GOvernment or Number of Eccleſiaſtical 
Governours in that Country, and regulating, of 
them as to the Execution of their ſeveral Fun&iorns 
under their own Eſtabliſhment, is, I know, a Con- 
troverſy Which has been warmly agitated; but in 
Fact, all Churches take a Liberty of making Rules 
and Orders as to Diſcipline, Modes of Worſhip, 
and other Circumſtantials, for the good Govern- 
ment of their oun Conſtitution, and appropriate 
their Revenues, and beſtow their Preferments un- 
der what Conditions they ſee good; but then 
theſe Regulations are no ways binding to other 
Churches, who have the ſame Liberty themſelves. 
Thus the Church of England makes Laws for 
thoſe of her own Body, both Clergy and Laity ; 
lhe declares who ſhall be admitted to e her 
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re) «1 
Communion;and upon what Terms; but ſhé AU 

retend that all other Proteſtant Churches as 
V by theſe Rules, much leſs does the unchuch 
them, if in ſeveral Particulars they vary from hey 4 
She has lodg d the Ordaining Power: in the Big 4 


the Orders granted by a Biſhop alone, or by Pref. | 
byters alone, (how irregular ſoever ſhe may eſteeny 
em) becauſe ſhe believes a Divine inherent Right in 

thoſe Officers to convey the Miniſterial Function WM 
I have not in this Eſſay ſearched into the Ho 
Scriptures, nor waded into Antiquity, to find our 

in whom the Ordaining Power is lodg'd ; but 
have confin'd myſelf to the ſingle Point I propogd, * 
of ſhewing the :Judgment of the Church of Bl 1 
land upon this Head: And if I have prowd whati? 
undertook, I hope none of the Clergy will be 
forward to condemn, and even nullity Presbyte 
rian Ordination, when themſelves had the Hands 
of Presbyters laid upon them in receiving the Mi. 
niſterial Commiſſion. Methinks it ſhou'd recon» 
eile the Sons of the Church to the Validity of the 
Diſſenting · Miniſtry, when it appears that theit 
Mother the Church allows a Divine inherent 
Right in the Presbyters Office to ordain. But ii 
it ſhould happen that I'm miltaken herein, tis 0 

Prejudice at all to the Diſſenters Cauſe, becauſe 


ly prov'd, is founded upon a Divine Charter, and 
the Practice of the moſt Primitive Times, by 
which we are willing to ſtand or fall. g 


Derby, Tori! J am, Sir, i 7 
1 752 der Affectionate Friend, 


and Humble Servam, a0 
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